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Tur Author submits the following Thoughts to the reli- 
| giouls public with much deference, und d considerable deg ree 
of golicitude, But, if after a candid per usal, the christian 
reader should pass sentence upon them, no apology he could 
offer here would be $1 efficient. Le wishes to do good—is a 
torer of good 1 men, and would rejoice to See them more united. 
These desires gave eristence 10 those, Thoug chts—the press 
Wh =: ' hath given them birth, and the warmest wich of the writer 
#s, that they may live no longer than they serve to promote = 


the unity oo the Ons t, in the bonds of Peace and gospel 
pur 9. 
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THOUGHTS ON BAPTISM 
MIXED COMMUNION. 
LETTER I. 


- —=COOO(CUS© 050mm | 


Dean Sir, 


A, TER what has been written by fo many, 5 


of late by ſuch diſtinguiſhed characters, on the ſub- 


ject of Baptiſm, it may ſeem a proof of temerity to 
ruſh forward and take a part in the controverſy, ſo 
often, and fo ably, handled. The fear of incurring 
this cenſure had nearly induced me to relinquiſh all 
thoughts of publication ; but not having met with 
any writer whoſe thouglits have taken altogether the 
cCeurſe here attempted, I have ventured to lay before 
you, and the public, the ſtate of my apprehenſions. 
The combatants have tried their full ſtrength, Some 


3 — DIY have 


6 
have extended their reſearches into remote ages of 
antiquity, and took their ſtand with thoſe ancicnts 
they deemed moſt venerable. Others have employed 
their critical learning, and reaſoning powers, with much 
honour to themſelves, and advantage to the cauſe 
they. eſpouſed. Some alſo, whoſe minds were mixed 
with lighter materials, have let fly the ſhafts of ridi- 
cule; I trow, for this goodly reaſon; becauſe it is 
eaſier to laugh at an opponent, Tak to anſwer a 
weighty argument. —My object is to ſound a parley; Y 
to invite each fide, as becometh chriſtians, to agree 
in fellowſhip, although they differ on this ſubject. 
| Surely it is time to confeſs that both can produce 
men of diſtinguiſhed abilities, good learning, found 
criticiſm, and great piety. It is, therefore, certainly 
juſt and right that each ſhould act upon his own 
principles, without incurring from his brother, of 
different ſentiments, the ſlighteſt opprobrium. 


Each fide hath been charged with making too much 
8 of Baptiſm; and, in proof that certain writers have 
done ſo, their own words, incautiouſly uſed in ſome 
parts of the controverſy, have been triumphantly 
quoted. But that either ſide doth hold it eſſential to 
falvation ; or mean any more than to contend in ſup- 
port of their practice as a part of chriſtian worſhip, 
incumbent upon them to obſerve, is, I preſume, what 
all candid perſons will allow. The Antipedobapti/ts 
fs do, indeed, generally claim the excluſive privilege 
10 2 
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of being right, roundly aſſerting that immerſion be- 
longs to the very eſſence of the ordinance, infomuch, 
that every thing, which relates to the adminiſtration 
of Baptiſm, is a nullity without 1t.—But there are 
many others of a different mind, who have ſome 
claim to be treated as men of underſtanding, in- 
tegrity, and genuine chriſtianity. The arguments 
they adduce are open to the examination of all who 
wiſh to inveſtigate the ſubject. To ſtate them here, 
and to argue at large that part of the controverſy, 
belongs not. to my deſign nor do you aſk it at my 
hands. I have only to aſſume, what J am perſuaded 

you will readily grant, viz. That a Pedobaptiſt may 
be fully convinced that his practice, in thoſe prin- 
ciples, is according to the ſenſe of ſeripture. That you 
have no ſuch conviction, I believe; but that no other 
man can, becauſe you have not, 1 cannot perſuade 
myſelf to think you will affirm. Yea, Jam confident 
| you will allow that the diſputants on our ſide, as well 


as yours, may be very © fincere in their profeſſions of 


love to truth.” Could I think otherwiſe, ſuch an 
opinion would abate the ardour of my eſteem, and | 
weaken very much the regard I have for your perſon 
and character. You will, I have no doubt, allow it 
poſlible that a chriſtian brother may be fully perſuaded 
that dipping is not eſſentially requiſite in the ordi- 
| nance of baptiſm. If, as the ground of this convic- 
tion, he ſhould lay before you a few of thoſe reaſons 
| by which his mind is influenced, you will hear him 
EIT ! M1 without 


ny 
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without prejudice. Perhaps, then, he will tell you, 
that after the moſt careful inveſtigation of the ſubject, 
he is fully convinced that the terms Zei & BaTTIO Mc, 


as uſed in the holy ſcriptures, for dadtieing and bap- 


 ?iſm, do not neceſſarily import immerſion; or ſo in- 


diſpenſibly require that mode of waſhing, that no 


5 perſon can be deemed baptized, who hath not been 
. plunged, or "Oe all over in water. 


It appears to him evident, that when the l. 


1 ſp Jake of being buried with him by bapt iſm. into death, 


and riſen with him through the faith of the operation of 


God, he has an eſpecial regard to the obligations of 
the baptized to die unto ſin and live unto righteouſ- 
neſs.—If there be any alluſion at all in theſe words 


to the adminiſtration of the ordinance, it does not 
ſtrike him as the leading idea. He muſt alſo take 


leave to ſay, that the reſemblance doth not appear to 


him very ſtrong between one man's walking into the 
water, and falling down under it, in the arms of 


another, and the burial of a dead body; eſpecially 
that of our Lord's burial in a tomb, or an apartment 
Hhewn out of a rock. If the alluſion be pertinent, 
and applicable to our mode of burial, it ſhould ſeem 
moſt ſo, where an infant is taken into the arms and 
buried i in the water. But, after the moſt mature re- 
flection, he thinks that the apoſtle's reaſoning on the 


place goes to eſtabliſh and illuſtrate the, nature of 
chriſtian obligations and chriſtian — an en- 
trance 
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trance into which is made by baptiſm. Now, my 
good Sir, if you hear him make theſe declarations 
on the ſubject, though you ſhould pity his intellect, 
you will not accuſe him of «ore/ting the ſcriptures z 
which implies a perverſe deſign, and which muſt, 
therefore, be inconſiſtent with integrity and upright- 
neſs. He admits it is a ſubject which has its difficul- 
ties, but is fatisfied in his own views, as preſenting 
the leaſt to his mind ; and thinks it poſſible you may 
err. If you think otherwiſe, you make a claim in | 
which I cannot defire a par tnerſhip. 


10 truth, 3 that the application of water 
to a proper ſubject, by any chriſtian miniſter, in the 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
 Gh9R, is real baptiſm, whether it be by immerſion, 
ſprinkling, or pouring. As his reaſon ſor preferring 
the latter, he will add, it appears to him that the uſe 
of water in baptiſm plainly alludes to the purifying 
operation of the Holy Spirit, which is commonly ſet 
forth by ſprinkling or pouring; not dipping. The con- 
formity therefore of the repreſentation with the thing 
ſignified, ſeems to point out the propriety of this 
manner of baptizing. If it is urged that being buried 
_ with him eſtabliſhes the idea of dipping; he will reply, 
that, admitting the apoſtle introduces that term in 
reference to the act or mode of baptizing (of which 
he doubts), it will eſtabliſh nothing excluſively in 
— of dipping, — other alluſions are intro- 


duced, SHS 


— ——— >> IR” ÄX— — 
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Uere allo 1 will be brief, giving you my thoughts in 
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duced, and that more frequently. It ſhould ſeem, 
therefore, that neither of us can enter his plea of 
preſcription, on this ground, as of divine right, in 
bar of the other. In this ſtate the controverſy muſt 


remain, till it can be proved that immerſion is the 


only legitimate ſenſe of the word garige, (baptize) 
and that all other applications of that term are pu 


rious and utterly unfounded. A taſk, impoſſible to 
be executed with ſucceſs, while the New Teen is 


an being. 


That you 1 may be as fully ſatisfied. in your own 
views, 1 admit, and readily allow the juſtice of your 


claim, ſo far as reſpects your own conduct. But 
ſurely neither of us can poſſeſs a right to judge, and 
cenſure the other as corrupting the worſhip of God, 


ſeeing we both revere the ſacred ſcriptures as the ſu- 
preme arbiter m this, and every other religious, con- 


troverſy. Making, then, our appeal, reſpectively, 
to the higheſt tribunal, by what right can the petty 
courts of individual judgment, or eccleſiaſtical judi- 


cature interfere? Let each beware leſt he merit the 
rebuke ſo wiſely recorded for our common warning, 
&« Who art thou that judgeſt another man's ſervant? 
to bis oro 88 80 he 2 or a „Nom. 


XIV. 4. 


Bearing in mind the above cautionary admonition, 
I would now advert to the /bjes of Baptiſm.— 


as 
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as few words as poſſible. Now, my good friend, 
however well ſatisfied in your opinion that adults only, | 
upon their own perſonal profeſſion of faith and re- 
pentance, are the proper ſubjects of that ordinance; 
and that the nature and conſtitution of the new T eſta · 
ment Church forbid its extenſion to infants ; yet, I 
hope, you will find no difficulty i in admitting that a 
chriſtian brother may, ex animo, entertain very dif- 
ferent apprehenſions. Accordingly, you will pa- 
tiently bear with him while he gives you his reaſons 
in ſome ſuch a way as this. — That his views of the 
apoſtolic commiſſion to diſciple all nations, baptizing 
them, convey to him the idea that wherever the 
apoſtles ſhould preach the goſpel with acceptance and N 
ſucceſs, they were to admit to baptiſm as many as 
profeſſed to receive the truth; hen and their houſe- 
holds.—That in this opinion he is much confirmed 
by obſerving the nature of Peter's diſcourſe on the 
day of Pentecoſt.— That the promiſe* (by which he 
thinks the Goſpel is deſignated, in its full and free 
di iſpenſation ) is proclaimed alike to Jew and Gen- 
tile, to all that are afar off, even as many as the 
Lord our God ſhall call. 7 is, faith the apoſtle, unto 
| You and to your children, and, therefor e, their children 
Jolih them, are brought under its gracious adminiſtra- 
tion. That upon embracing it as the only ground of 
hope, and rule of zoorſhip, they and their infants : are to 


Ads 11, 8 39. 3 | 
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be baptized, and conſidered as belonging to the viſi- 


dle church of Chriſt. In this manner he thinks the 


goſpel of the kingdom was to be preached in order to 
diſciple all nations, baptizing them. Ad vancing in the 
apoſtolic hiſtory, his convictions are greatly ſtrength- 
ened; for he learns, that as in Jeſus Chriſt there is 

neither male nor female; ſo, wherever they preached 
with ſucceſs, and perſons believed their report, they 
aptixed them, whether they were men or 4women. 
A circumſtance, he obſerves, no where recorded in 
the hiſtory of Fohr's bapiiſm. And, moreover, that 
in either caſe, where they were heads of families, the 
apoſtles baptized them and their houſeholds. Thus 
| Lydia and her houſehold ; the Yailor and all bis ; 
 Stephanas and his houſehold, are all inſtances, which 
he thinks in point; though he very well knows what 
has been advanced by ſome writers to eſtabliſh the 
_ contrary. The arguments of theſe worthy men, 
although convincing to themſelves, are not ſo to 
him; he muſt therefore differ, and he muſt avow 
that difference | in his profeſſion, or act the hypocrite. 
As the controverſy muſt iſſue here, let us, my dear 
Sir, always bear in mind that weighty caution - But 
why deft thou judge thy brother ? or why dyft thou ſet 
at nought thy brother? for wwe ſhall all ftand before the 
Tunes: 4 Chri fer Rom. xIv. 10. 


permit me now to take a ſhort view of the nature 
and conſtitution of the Church of God, fo far as be- 
longs 


* 
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?ongs to the ſubject in hand. Rei gion, 1 admit, is 
a perſonal thing ; but fo it ever was, and always mult 


be. This dictate of natural light is fully eſtabliſhed 


by the voice of revelation. It was as much ſo before 


the commencement of chriſtianity, as fince. The ſtate 
of ſociety in the world, and the form of the church 
of God, can make no alteration in this principle.— 
To ſur poſe, then, and to argue that the goſpel di. 
penſation introduces any, defaces all the beauty of 
the ancient temple, and converts the worſhip, and the 


church of God, under the old teſtament, into a mere 


carnal ſervice, and the whole eſtabliſhment thereof 


into nothing more than a political ma] 


F think ir is an indiſputable maxim, that one part 


of revelation caſts light upon another; and all toge- 


ther is one ſyſtem of truth, diſplaying the gracious 


dealings of God with his church in all ages of the 
world. Now it appears that whatever changes have 
taken place in the external admin] iRration of the cove- 
nant of grace, a regard ſuited to the nature of the 
diſpenſation, has always been ſhewn to believers, pro- 
Teſſedly fo, and their ſeed. That ſuch was the caſe d 
with that covenant to which circumciſion Was an- 
nexed, is placed beyond all doubt. That this cove- 
nant was the only ground of hope for eternal life to 
Abraham, and likewiſe to the Jewiſh church under the 
Moſaic ceconomy, appears, at leaſt to me, demonſtra- 
_ bly evident. That all the ritual ſervices, afterwards 


eftabliſhed, were ſhadows, the body of which is 
F555 Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, is the plain ſenſe of revelation : and as all 
| theſe were to vaniſh away when the ſubſtance ſhould | 
approach, ſo it is a circumſtance perfectly analogous | 
to the goſpel, that every thing of rigour, and of bon- 
dage, ſhould ceaſe. That ſome poſitive inſtitutes, 
requiſite to mark the viſibility of the church, were 
proper to accompany this laſt and pureſt diſpenſa- 
tion, hath been ſettled by our great and only law- 
giver Jeſus Chriſt. And that theſe bear as much 
analogy to what formerly ſerved to initiate members 
into the church, and to mark their ſtanding there, as 
- tvits the nature of the different diſpenſations, is a cir- 
cumſtance that merits ſome attention. Males only 
belonged to the church of old, as to the adminiſtra- 
tion of its ordinances—the ſign of initiation was 
therefore appropriate. Such only partook of the 
paſſover as had been circumciſed and kept the law, — 
Under the goſpel, baptiſm initiates into the church; 
the Lord's ſupper is deſigned in its uſe, to mark the 
ſtanding, and promote the ſpiritual growth of its mem. 
bers, who are not only to be baptized, but to keep 
the commandments of God. In Jeſus Chriſt there is 
neither male nor female, but all are one, as to every 
thing which conſtitutes them equally fit members of 
his church. Moreover, we not only read that Chri iſ 
cur paſſover is ſacrificed for us, but alſo that we are 
circumciſed with the circumciſion of Chriſt ; which, 
ſurely, cannot reſpect his perſonal circumciſion as a 
Jew, bar, 1 ſhould luppoſe, ſomething inſeitnted by 


him, 
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him, as head of the church, to ſuperſede the uſe of 
that ancient rite, viz. bapt! iſm. —Col. 11. 11, 12> 


Now this co-incidence of two 9 inſtitutions 


belonging to the church of old, and to the chriſtian 
diſpenſation, deſerves, I think, our attentive regard. 
The former were both appointed before the lat“ was 
given at Sinai, which regulated the polity and govern- 


ment of the old-teſtament church in the land of Ca- 


naan. All of which political and ceremonial laws 
are done away in Chriſt, The new teſtament enjoins 
only two, correſpondent to the above, ſo far as the 
nature of the diſpenſations allows an agreement. — 


The former were perfectly ſuited to the ſtate of the 


church at that time; the /atter as perfectly to its ſtate 
now. 


from the beginning, in that order, connexion, and 
harmony, which make the ſcriptures appear one 
whole ſyſtem, gradually opening as the dawn of the 


morning, which ſhines more and more unto the perfect 
day. Conſiderations of this ſort, much ſtrengthened 
by many things which occur in the New Teſtament, 
often ſtated in this controverſy (and which I forbear 
: to name, that 1 may not be tedious), afſure me that . 


„And therefore were 3 to the adminiſtration 
of the covenant of Grace, Vid. John „ Cor. v. 


7. Gal. 111. 17. 


C2 — 


—Theſe things, in my apprehenſion, ſhew 
the gracious dealings of God towards his people, 
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16 
there is nothing in the nature and form of the viſible 
church of Chriſt ſubverſive of Infant Baptiſm.—Nor 
any thing which makes immerſion at any time, and 
much leſs at all times and in all countries, eſſential to 
the adminiſtration of the ordinance. You, my good 
friend, view the ſubje& differently ; but that this 
difference is of ſo great conſequence as to prevent our 
_ cordially meeting at the Lord's table, I cannot admit, 
on any evidence that is yet before me. My reaſons 
I will ſubmit to your attention in a e letter. 
In the mean time, lien, 
Dear Sir, 

Sincerely your ; 


— ee . 


| Dean SIR, 


V "= ITH the utmoſt confidence in your candour, 
I proceed to introduce ſome obſervations on the ſub- _ 
: ject of Mixed Communion. Now, admitting what 1 
_ preſume you will readily grant, viz. that a Pædobap- 
tiſt may not only be of good moral character, but 
alſo make a very creditable and honourable profeſſion 
of chriſtianity, the queſtion at iſſue reſpects the war- 
rant, or authority, clauned by thoſe Anti -padobaptiſts 
who 
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who deny communion with ſuch at the Lord's table. 


In examining this claim, which I have endeavoured 


to do with ſome attention, I muſt take the liberty to 
ſay, that the moſt which I have read on the ſubject, 


and particularly the whole of Mr. Booth's Apology, 


appears to me to reſt upon a falſe and unwarrantable 


aſſumption. For though I readily grant that work 1s a 


very good ſpecies of the argumentum ad hominem, con- 
ſidered as addreſſed to thoſe who argue for Mixed 
Communion, and yet aſſert there is no baptiſm but 


_ of adults, and by immerſion ;* nevertheleſs, to others 


who do not admit theſe premiſes, the arguments can 


by no means apply. Fully aware, therefore, that the 


wall of ſeparation between them and us muſt fall, if 
it be not allowed that they are infallibly and exclu- 
ſively right, viz. that theirs is baptiſm, and theirs | 
only, this ſentiment meets you at every turn; per- 
vades the whole of that performance, and lies at the 


bottom of every argument. In page 70, Mr. B. ut 


drefling ſuch of his brethren as practiſe mixed com- 
munion, aſks, © Into what were the pzdobaptiſt mem- 
bers of your church baptized? His anſwer, as a 
baptiſt, muſt be Into nothing; for I do not conſi- | 
der them as baptized at all.” And, ſurely, on the 
po principles of Mr. Booth, his auſwer muſt be the ſame 
reſpecting an adult who had not been immerſed, even 
though the fad adult had, on his own eee pro- : 


2 Vid, Apology, p. 53: ES 
feſſion 


N — 
1 _0 * — 1 
— * - egg ERIE rot Ae on pl — 
LO — — — 2 


— 
— 
* * 


, N 
A — ” N . 8 : 
_——— TT — — — : - . i bo, >< 


Er py ne nr 


— 


18 


feſſion of faith and repentance, been baptized, in his 
own view, according to the practice of the apoſtles; 
For,“ ſays our author, “it appears to us, on the 

moſt deliberate enquiry, that immerſion is not a mere 
circumſtance, or a mode of baptiſm, but eſſential to 
the ordinance ; ſo that, in our judgment, he who 1s 
not immerſed is not baptized. This is the principle 
on which we proceed, in refuſing communion to our 
g pzdobaptiſt brethren.” *—Þ. 13. 


«80 that in our algen Let us pauſe, my 
” good friend, and look at this ſentence. | I confeſs it 
appears to me, (connected with the reaſoning which 

precedes and follows it) extremely improper.— In r 

judgment he is not baptized: Then, of what uſe is his 
own? He cannot be competent to judge, even for 
himſelf; for unleſs he is baptized as wwe are, © hc is 
baptized into nothing!!!“ Pardon me, dear Sir, if I 
diſcover a little warmth. I own I cannot altogether 
repreſs my feelings. If, however, my inference be 
unjuſt, ſhew it me, and I will thank you. If it be 
founded, as I think it is, the aſſumption is too bold to 
paſs without rebuke. It appears to me a direct at- 

tack on the principle of free enquiry, as it precludes 
the liberty of acting from perſonal conviction. In- 
deed, if granted to the full extent of the claim made, 
it amounts to a complete and entire ſurrender of our 
conſciences, in this inſtance, to the diſcretion, or, ra- 
ther let me ſay, to the direction of another. But let 
| | us 
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us pals on, and hear how Mr. B. farther attempts to 


Tupport this extraordinary claim. « Nor can we ſup- - 
_ poſe,” ſays he, © but they would act a ſimilar part, 


were they in our ſituation. Were they fully per- 
ſuaded, for inſtance, that the great Head of the 
Church had not commanded, nor any where autho- 


riſed, his miniſtering ſervants to require a profeſſion 
of faith prior to buptifn; ; and were they equally cer- 
tain that the ordinance never was adminiſtered by the 
apoſtles to any but infants, nor in any other way than 
that of aſperſion or pouring, would they not look 
upon the immerſion of profeſſing believers as a quite 
different thing from baptiſm? And, were this the 
cale, would they not conſider us as unbaptized, and 


refuſe to have communion with us on that account ? I 


am perſuaded they would, notwithſtanding their affec- 
tion for any of us, as believers in Jeſus Chriſt.” Now, 
permit me to aſk, does not all this reſt upon the prin- 


ciple aſſumed ? Grant that inmerſion only is baptiſm, 


and that the antipzdobaptiſts are exclyſrvely right in 


what relates to that ordinance, and the concluſion 
| drawn may be admitted ; but deny, or queſtion, theſe 


premiſes, and the matter is ſtill at iſſue. Mr. B. is 
aware of this; yet thinks that padobaptiſts allow 
enough to ſecure his argument. —** T hey in general,“ 
lays he, „admit that immerſion in the name of the 


triune God, on 2. profeſſion of faith in Jeſus Chriſt, 


is baptiſm, real vaptifin ; while our fixed and avowed 


perſuaſion will not perm us to allow, that infant 


_ ſprinkling, 
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ſprinkling, Hough! per formed with the greateſt ſo- 
lemnity, 1s worthy of the name. Conſequently, 
though they, conſiſtently with their own principles, 
may receive ws, to communion among them, yet we 
cannot admit hem to fellowſhip with us at the Lord's 


table, without contradicting our proſeſſed ſentiments.” 
Mr. B. had been as near the truth, I think, if he had 


faid, © We cannot admit them to fellow ſhip with us, 


without giving up our claim to being excluſively | 
right.“ This, in fact, is the claim made, though not 
directly couched in theſe terms. I feel, to be ſure, 
a proper ſenſe of obligation to Mr. B. in common 
with the pædobaptiſts, for the pains he hath taken to 
ſhew that our conduct is conſiſtent ; but at the ſame 
time I muſt remark, if the reaſoning of that gentle- 
man be correct and founded, it goes to prove that ⁊ce 
| have no right to the Lord's ſupper at all. For 
though we ſhould even give up infant baptiſm, and 
to relinquiſh the term by which we are diſtinguiſhed, 


yet receiving the rite of baptiſm without immerſion, 


we are, nevertheleſs, whatever be our own apprehen- 

fions, baptized into nothing! This is a ſweeping 
i conſequence: It clears the ground by one bold 
5 ſtroke, and ley els all before it. 


That men of feeble minds and of little thought 
ſhould be able to expreſs themſelves in this manner, 


is not at all Sp But that ſuch a man as Mr. 
| 8 B. ſo 
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B. fo reſpectable in a high degree, and whoſe praiſe 
is in ſo many of our churches ; that Ye ſhould talk 
. ſuch a rate, is to me altoniſhing beyond meaſure. 


Notwithſtanding I have already made my obliga- 
tions to Mr. B. for his acknowledging our conſiſt- 
ency in the matter of mixed communion, yet you will 
allow me, I hope, to add a few words of my own. — 

I beg, therefore, you will remember, that although 
the paxdobaptiſts admit immerſion to be baptiſm, 
< real baptiſm,” yet that they alſo believe them- 
ſelves to be really baptized without it ; and do judge 
that the mode, or manner, which they practiſe, is a 
more proper way of adminiſtering that ordinance.— 
Vet, while ſuch are their own views of the ſenſe of 
ſcripture, they nevertheleſs moſt readily admit, that 
others may form different apprehenſions on this ſub- 
ject, and act upon them with equal integrity and 
conſcientiouſneſs. While, therefore, it Is granted 
that every man, who would approve himſelf unto 
God in the ſolemnities of his wor (up, mult be fully 
perſuaded in his own mind, that his conduct is 
grounded upon the authority of the New T eſtament ; : 
1 do and muſt contend that this vigorous and active 
pr rinciple, will ſecure all that is lovely in the ſervice of 
God, without exacting that wnifor mity that Mr. B. 
and his worthy allociates, fo ſtrenuouſly demand.— 
By this rule, this law of our conduct (regulated in 
our ar judgment by the doctrine of Chriſt and his apoſ- 


— _ tles), 
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tles), T think it ſafe to abide. Our apologiſt, how- 
ever, is very unwilling to allow that the claim of the 
pædobaptiſts ſtands on equal ground with his own. — 
<« Were they,” ſays he, © equally certain that the or- 
dinance never was adminiſtered by the apoſtles to any 
but infants ;” i. e. as we are that it never was to any 
but adults! Ts this reaſoning? Is it not taking for 
granted the thing in debate? It is an aſſumption 
perfectly gratuitous, which involves in it a cenſure of 
no inconſiderable import. In ſome reſpects, it would 
be more ingenuous to ſay in terms direct and pointed, 
that A pædobaptiſt cannot poſſeſs as much ability 
and integrity to examine the ſubject, and to act upon 
the reſult of his enquiries as his opponent.”—This 
might ſtartle, but it would be open; there would be 
nothing of inſinuation. This ſeems to be the direct 
and legitimate conſequence of Mr. B.'s argument,— 
(It muſt be allowed that this is ſtriking home. I 
preſume ſuch arguments have their effect upon ſome 


minds. They are frightened into a ſurrender.) 1d 


not ſee how it can be viewed in any other light, and 
therefore 1 muſt take leave to ſay that do think it 
very he along 


1 will now remind you of another argument uſed 
by Mr. B. in bar of mixed communion. © Are we 
bound,” ſays he, © to admit as a fact, what we ve- 
rily believe to be a falſhood?“ Such an objection 


2 Idem, p. 97. 
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as this is of little weight, until the charge which it 


involves be ſubſtantiated. It derives all its force (if 
force it hath at all) from that gratuitous aſſumption | 


fo freely dealt out, as need required, through the 


whole of his apology. Allow him the excluſive 
claim of being right—admit that dipping is eſſential 
to baptilm, and that all others are baptized into no- 
ihing, and it will follow of courſe, either that ſuch 


have no right to the Lord's ſupper, or that baptiſm 


is no needful pre-requifite. Mr. B.'s argument may, 
perhaps, juſtify him in refuſing a  quaker (if fuch 
could defire admiſſion to the Lord's ſupper) but 
againſt a pædobaptiſt it can have no weight, unleſs _ 
Mr. B. be allowed to judge not only for himſelf, but 


for his brother alſo. For my own part I muſt fay, 
and I take pleaſure in the declaration, that I do look 


upon mixed communion amongſt chriſtians, who 


agree in their dependence upon their common Lord, 
as giving the worthy example of mutual forbearance; 


atteſting in the moſt ſolemn manner againſt all Bills 
of Uniformity,”” which are framed to make all men 
think alike, or act the hypocrite in religious worſhip. 
Againſt this folly and falſhood it is noble to bear our 
teſtimony. And I do allo think it a reproach, that 
men who agree in their views of chriſtianity, in all 


its moſt intereſting and important points, ſhould ſe- 


parate from one another, where the bond of union 

ought to be moſt cloſely cemented, and their love to 

their gracious and adored Lord, moſt devoutly and 
Ea, . ̃ — 


publicly expreſſed. I am, moreover, particularly 
impreſſed with theſe ideas when I confider, — It is 


freely allowed, that a miſtake which relates merely 


to the mode and ſubject of baptiſm, is comparatively 
imall. 5 


What can be fairly and fully argued in defenc ce of 
"this diſ-uniting practice I am altogether unable to 
_ comprehend. I am, however, aware that ſome pædo- 
baptiſts as well as antipædobaptiſts may conceive an 
objection of the following kind, againſt what I have 
advanced. They may ſay, that This ſort of reaſon- 
ing goes too far, and therefore proving too much, 
proves nothing to the point; for it ſeems to go all 
the length of admitting to the Lord's ſupper every 
one who ſhould deſire it, be his ſentiments what they 
may. That this, therefore, would deprive every 
church of the right to exerciſe its own authority in 
matters of diſcipline and government.“ In reply to 
this objection, I beg leave to add, that I do moſt 

readily acknowledge chriſtian churches poſſeſs that 
right, as far as it is laid down in the New Te. 
ment, and that they are under obligations to exerciſe 
it in obedience to their great and only Head, Jeſus 


Chriſt. Every church is, ſurely, accountable to him 


: for the obſervance of that diſcipline which he hath 
appointed, to promote their union to one another, in 
purity and peace. To expreſs and inculcate ſubjec- | 
dion to his authority, and thereby 1 incr eale 1 in holineſs 


and 
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and love, is the end of every divine inftitution.— 
That ſuch are the leading ſentiments contained in 
that firſt draught of the chriſtian church, given in 

Matt. xvIII. is, I preſume, very plain. I think too | 
that every ſubſequent account of the ſtate of chriſtian ; 
churches in the epiſtles is ſuch as renders them the 
objects of rebuke, or of commendation, according 
as they cheriſhed theſe principles, or departed from 
them. I apprehend likewiſe that there ought to be 
in chriſtian churches ſuch a communion of ſentiment 
as belongs to what St Paul calls Holding the head 
even Chriſt. That is, acknowledging the Lord 
Jeſus as the only head of authority, influence and di- 
vine communication. This is that important view of 
| chriſtianity which lies at the foundation of our hope— 
is the ground of all our confidence towards God 
the ſource of our peace and conſolation the bond of 
ſpiritual union, whence all the members of the body, 
partaking of the ſame ſpiritual life, have eee 

one with another. | 


Now, ſurely, a Afferencs | in the views of baptiſm + 
can never be placed on a footing of equal i import: tance _ 
with the doctrine of the atonement ? With perſons 
who chooſe to take their ſtand on that ground, 4: 
have no controverſy, becauſe I frankly own that giv- 
ing up the atonement, or treating it as what may be 
held, or denied with equal indifference, leaves, in 
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my mind, nothing worth contending for, as to ad- 


miſſion to the Lord's Table.—I therefore conſider 
myſelf as arguing with thoſe who profeſſedly agree in 


that great and leading article of the chriſtian faith ; 


and, bringing ſuch only into the controverſy, I cannot 
read one line in the ſcriptures which forbids me to 


receive into communion a brother in the Lord 


merely becauſe he practiſes immerſion in baptiſm, 
though I think affuſion or pouring more agreeable 


to the ſenſe of revelation, and denies it to infants, 

although I judge them proper ſubje&s, any more 
than I can ſee that he is authorized to bid me ſtand 
by myſelf while he approach the table of the Lord. 


With an ardent defire that the difference in our 
views on this ſubje& may ſet us at no diſtance in cor. 
dial affection and eſteem, I am, 
fe Ss Dear Sir, 

| Your's ſincerely. 


97 


| —— bes 


| Doan Ste, 


3 the 2 of the preceding letters you have a 
ſhort ſtatement of the views by which I am go- 
verned in my pr actice as a pædobaptiſt. In the ſecond 
L laid before you a brief account of the claims made 
by our antipxdobaptiſt brethren, as to their being 
excluſively right, and the manner in which they 
reaſon upon thoſe claims as ſtated by Mr. Booth in 
| his apolog oy. The ſubſtance, ſo far as it applies to 
mixed communion, is this: In their judgment we 
are not baptized, and therefore whatever we may 
be in our own, we can have no right to ſet down 
with them at the Lord's table whilſt this difference 
remains. Baptiſm muſt precede the Lord's ſupper, 
and without immerſion there is no baptiſm; there- 
fore we ar e, and ought to be excluded. Now whe- 
ther this be right, is ſtill ſub judice lis—the e matter be- 


fore the Indice. I ſhall take leave in this letter to 
ſummon two witneſſes. We alk no dominion. over 


the faith of our brethren, and we think they ſhould 
claim none over ours. The diſpute indeed is not 


about 


08 


about a ſubject that relates to the foundation of our 
common hope; it is merely about a rite, in reſpect 
to which we form different apprehenſions. Both * 


us think we do our Maſter” s will in the manner we 


perform that rite in his name: and I do verily ap- 
prehend we ſhould act according to his word, by 


forbearing every thing which looks like impoſing our 


own particular views on each other, and cordially 


meeting at that feaſt of love which he hath ap- 


pointed and prepared lor al his diſciples—Drink ye 


all f its 


In pleading for mixed communion I do think there 
18 9 great weight in what the venerable old pilgrim 


urged. in the following manner : W hen We A- 


tempt to force our brother beyond his light, or to 
break his heart with grief, to thruſt him beyond is 


faith, or to bar him from his privilege, how can we 
lay, I love? Strange! Take two chriſtians equal 
in all points but this, nay let one go beyond the 


other far for grace and holineſs; yet this circum- 


ſtance of water ſhall drown and ſweep away all his 


excellencies, not counting him wor thy of that recep- 
tion that with hand and heart ſhall be pYED a novice 


in religion, becauſe he conſents to water.“ I hope, 


my dear Sir, you will accept the aſſurance that J 


mean not hereby to infinuate that this is the cafe 


+ Vid. Bunyan's Works. Vol, 1. p. 143. 
with 
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with 5%, or that I conceive your churches in g21e- 
ral are more regardleſs of pure religion than of 


water-conformity, No; I believe real godlineſs is 


as much the object of many of your paſtors and peo- 
ple as of any other that can be named. Yes, my 
good friend, I moſt chearfully pay the tribute of my 


ſincere and profound reſpect for ſuch names as Gill, 


Stennett, Pearce, &c. &c. with many now living that 


I forbear to name. But ſurely it ought to be well 


conſidered, for it cannot be denied, that however 


circumſpect any church may be as to the admiſſion. 
and ſtanding of its members in fellowſmp, if they 
allow communion to none but ſuch as are baptized 
« after their notion of it,” they muſt exclude many 
that are, at leaſt, equally diſtinguiſhed as themſelves 


for firmneſs in all other chriſtian principles, and ami- 
ableneſs of moral character. Such a conduct re- 
quires, I think, ſtrong ground to ſupport it. No- 
thing ſhort of ſome expreſs warrant from plain pre- 
cept, or apoſtolical example. As I cannot ſee that 
the New Teſtament affords either, I muſt bear my 
teſtimony againſt it as unwarrantable and injurious. 
Moreover, my objections are increaſed when | conſi- 
der the light in which it is viewed by ſome by-ſtand- 
ers, Who fail not to make their own reflections, and 


eagerly catch at any thing which may ſeem to juſtify 


to them the determination to keep their diſtance, 
and maintain their ſeparation from us in common. 


3 Under 
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Under theſe ideas I will venture to ſolicit your atten» 
tion to one quotation more from this reſpectable Od 
witneſs And now I ſay again, the world may well 
wonder, when they ſee you deny holy men of God 


that liberty of the communion of ſaints which you 
monopolize to yourſelves : and though they do not 
_ underſtand the grounds of profeſſion, or communion, 

yet they can both ſee and ſay theſe holy men of God, 
in all viſible acts of holineſs, are not one inch behind 


you. Yea, I will put it to yourſelves, if thoſe many, 
yea, very many, whom thus ſeverely you deny com- 
munion with, are not of as good, as holy, as un- 


blameable a life, and as found, if not ſounder, in 
the faith, than many among ourſelves? Here only 


they make the ſtop; they cannot, without light, be 


driven into water-baptiſm ; I mean after our notion of 


it. But what if they were? It would be little ſign 
to me that they were ſincere with God.—To con- 
clude this: when you have proved, that water-bap- 
tiſm is effential to church communion ; and that the 


5 church may, by the word of God, bolt, bar, and 


for ever ſhut out, thoſe far better than ourſelves, that 


have not, according to our notion, been baptized with VS 
water ; then it will be time enough to talk of ground 1 


for ſo doing. In the mean time I muſt take leave to 
tell you, there is not in all the Bible one ſyllable for 
ſuch a practice; wherefore your great cry about your 
order is wordleſs, and therefore faithleſs, and is a 


mere human invention.” idem. p. 185. _ 
| Such 
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Such were the ſentiments of the chriſtian pilgrim : 


Nor was Mr. Bunyan ſingle in maintaining the doc- 


trine of mixed communion. It had other abettors 
alſo, among ſome of the firſt* and ableſt of our 
e 


* Neal ſays, that Mr. Fefſey Was Miniſter of the fr Bap- 
tiſt congregation he had met with in England. 
Hiſt. Purit. vol. 1. 25 66a; 


: The late Rev. Robe. Elie” ative; tells us, that in 


the year 1457; there Was a congregation at Cheſterton, part of 
which denied the baptiſm of Infants, Six of the congrega- 


tion were accuſed of hereſy, and, it ſeems, very roughly 


handled, according to the eccleſiaſtical tyranny of the times. 
Mr. R. ſhews that theſe ſix men, although all in one com- 


munity, did not all hold the ſame articles. Does not this | 


prove,“ ſays he, „that they held a mit communion.” 
Vid. Eflay on WY vol, 11. pref. Pe 54· 


Mr. Croſby, in | his Hifiory: of the Engliſh Baptiſts, dts 7 


that * It was not till the year 1633, that they diſcriminated 
themſelves from other Diſſenters, and formed themſelves into 


ES diſtinct ocieties. * 


Hiſt, of the Works of the Learned, vol, bs 5 15. 


= ſcems to me very evident, that ems to this, mixed 


communion was practiſed, where no other diſtinction of ſen- 
timent prevailed, except that which related to Baptiſm,— 
_ Croſoy names one which he ſtyles a Baptiſt and Independent 


= chaired conſtituted in the year 1621, whoſe firſt paſtor was 


a Mr. Hubbard—tbe ſecond Mr. Fohn Cann—the third Mr. 
Samuel Howe, who was a baptiſt although his predeceſſors 
were not. —Ibidem. p. 79 
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antipædobaptiſt brethren in this kingdom. The 
learned and very amiable Mr. Je pleaded ſtrongly 
for the practice; and his judgment on the caſe is 
printed with Mr. Bunyan's. He argues from thoſe 
words of the apoſtle, in Rom. ch. xiv. v. 1. Such 
as are weak in the faith receive ye, &c. Mr. Je 
confidered that weakneſs of faith muſt mean either 
being weak in the graces of faith, or in the doctrine 
of faith; and though he conceives the firſt is in- 
cluded, yet he thinks the ſecond is principally in- 
tended : and, according to this idea, apprehending it 
is a weakneſs, not ſo much in the doctrine of juſtifi- 
cation, as in goſpel-inſtitutions, he concludes that 
the ſenſe of the paſſage amounts to a command that 
ſuch ought to be received, not merely unto mutual 
affection, but into church fellowſhip, Mr. e 
alſo, farther arguing on the ſubject, meets and an- 
wers ſundry objections, which J forbear to detail be- 
cauſe I wiſh to be very brief. I will take the liberty, 
however, to ſtate his reply to what ſome objected 
againſt his ſentiments from 1 Cor. x11. 13— For by 
one Spirit are we all baptized into one body, whether 
We be Jews or Contiles. Some there are, ſays he, 


I am trongly of opinion that the very Wer le 
beat, with which the controverſy was afterwards handled, 
contributed ſo much to irritate the minds of each party, that 
this led, more than any thing elſe, to that ſeparation which 
has fince been ſupported by arguments framed to perpetuate 
the diſtinction, and, unhappily to fan the flame, 


who 
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who affirm this to be meant of water - baptiſm, and 


that particular churches are formed thereby, and all 


perſons are to be admitted and joined unto ſuch 


churches by water-baptiſm. To which he anſwers; . 


That the baptiſm intended in the text is the Spirit's 


baptiſm, and not water-baptiſm ; and that the body 
mentioned, is not principally the church at Corinth, 


but all behevers, both Jews and Gentiles, being bap- 


tized into one myſtical body, as Eph. Iv. 4. There 


is one body, and one Spirit; wherein there is ſet 
out the vniter and the united: therefore in v. 3. 


they are exhorted to keep the unity of the Spirit in 


the bond of peace. The united are all the faithful 


in one body: Into whom? v. 5th ſays—In one 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt. By what? one faith, one bap- 
11 iſm ; for water-baptiſm doth not unite all this body. 15 


Farther on he ſays, By which miſtake of ſetting up 


water-baptiſm i in the Spirit s place, and aſſigning it a 
work which was never appointed unto it, of forming 


the body of Chriſt, either in general or as to particu- 


lar churches of Chriſt, we may ſee the fruit, that in- 
| ſtead of being the means of uniting as the Spirit 
doth, it hath not only rent his ſeamleſs coat, but di- 
vided his body which he hath \ purchaſed with his own : 


blood. py. 


1 have | introduced this laſt quotation purpoſely ta © 


ſhew how ſtrong the argument in favour of mixed 


communion appeared to this good man, on the 
ground 5 
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ground of promoting chriſtian love and unity. I for- 
bear going further into detail. — The arguments at 


large of theſe two witneſſes you may, if ſo diſpoſed, 
confult at leiſure. I do not, however, hold myſelf 


_ reſponſible for every thing advanced by them in the 
courſe of a long and warm debate. No doubt but 


ſome of them are indefenſible ; and each of theſe ve- 


nerable worthies hath received his rebuke from Mr. 


Booth : the good old pilgrim particularly comes in 
for a large ſhare$ yet happily for him, it was not 


« until the moſs had grown upon his eye-brows.” 5 


Forbearing all farther examination of what theſe 


two worthy men have depoſed on the ſubject be- 
fore us, and omitting all reference to any other, 
that I may not be too prolix, I will now ad- 


vert to the concluſion of the whole matter. — 
* What benefit, you aſk, would reſult from mixed 


communion being generally practiſed ? I think 


much every way. It certainly would not militate 


againſt the ſpirit of free enquiry, nor damp the ar- 
dour of its reſearches after truth; but it might con- 
tribute to ſoften down the aſperities which too often 
ſour the diſpoſitions of angry polemics. e 
founded on the doctrine of mutual forbearance; a 
principle the goſpel every where inculcates. But, 
as this duty is reciprocal, it can never be exerciſed 
Where one only is diſpoſed to give way. Whilſt, 
then, the claim of being excluſively right, and every 


one 
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one elſe fundamentally wrong, is maintained with un« 
2 yielding confidence, no fellowſhip, no union, can be 
|  effefted. On that ground Mr. Booth is conſiſtent. 
By with himſelf. But he, and thoſe who take the ſame 
* ground, ought not to be ſurpriſed, if ſuch a conduct 
{hould operate upon liberal minds, both baptiſts and 
pædobaptiſts, as being uncandid, cenſorious and [ 
overbearing in a high degree. (Perhaps fome wall | 
4 exclaim, No doubt but ye are the people, and wiſdom 
fall die with you!) Yes, my friend, I muſt be free 
to ſay, That fide of the queſtion which places the ar- 
guments of a pædobaptiſt, on the level of thoſe of a 
quaker, who rejects water-baptiſm altogether, appears 
to me ſo repugnant and ſo aſſuming, that I could as 
ſoon kiſs the toe of the man at Rome, as give credence 
to ſuch an extravagant hypotheſis. Forgive me, if 
I once more ſeem to need an apology for expreſſing 
myſelf a little warmly. I do really think it an af. 
| ſumption, ſo void of all candour, fo contrary to that 
felt- diffidence and humility which the Goſpel enjoins, 
that I cannot but *wonder with great adniration,” 
when I find it made by men of wiſdom, erudition, and 
piety. The influence of ſuch a principle upon pro- 
feſſors whoſe means of information are more limited, ö 
is calculated to increaſe an ill grounded confidence 
and to beget, or cheriſh, in no ſmall degree, a ſpire 
of pride, arrogance, and preſumption. | 


We 
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We ſtand upon equal ground :*—we both reaſon 
as well as we can we examine and compare ſpiritual 


things with ſpiritual. Our inferences and conclu- 
ſions are not the ſame—a variety of things concur to 
produce this difference. Perhaps they have their 
foundation in the very frame and make of the 
mind]; atleaſt in the early principles of our chriſtian 


education ; in ſomething which grows with our 


growth; in different habits of thought; aſſociating 


our ideas in a train of reaſoning upon ſome leading 


principle in the controverſy, which” carries with it” 
thoſe different conſequences. Now, if through the 
weakneſs, or depravity, of the human mind, zhere 
muſt be hereſics (diverſities of opinion), that they 


zohich are approved may be made manifeſt, ſurely one 
of our ſirſt regards ſhould be, to exemplify that 
temper of forbearance and love, which the New Teſ- ; 


7 I ma wk on this, although Mr. Back lifts ki foot on 


: kigh: and ex claims“ What is there in a falſe. perſuaſion, 
relating to vaptiſm, that merits the regard of a church ?' — 
Such is the reply he deigned to make his opponent, who 
" urged; 5 If my pædobaptiſt brother is ſatisfied in his own mind 
that he is rightly baptized, he is ſo to himſelf. Mr. B. mo- 
deſtly calls it a fal e perſu aſion. (vid. his Apology, p. 59.) 
Query ?—Was his opponent Fair, when he charged him with 


deſtroying the right of private judgment, and. going about 


to eſtabliſh a e e againſt the liberty of ne 


0 ? 
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tament ſo much inculcates, and which the Goſpel, in 


its proper influence, fo eftectually works. 


1 have already exceeded the bounds I propoſed to 
_ myſelf, or I might proceed to urge, in favour of the 
practice for which I contend, many advantages which 


I humbly conceive would reſult fr om it. I might 


name the peace of many individuals, and the har- 
mony and union of many chriſtian churches. Theſe 
are intereſting and important objects to the happineſs 
of ſociety, and the honour of the goſpel. 1 muſt 
leave theſe conſiderations, however, to be dilated = 
upon by your own good ſenſe, and pious refleCtions ; 
| ſubjoining only as my concluding remarks, that 
could the object, for which I have here become 
an advocate, be accompliſhed, it would, in my opi- 
nion, contribute much to give à right direction to 


chriſtian cal. Alt would make that truth which 


humbles the mind, purifies the heart, and forms the 
foul after the i image of Chriſt, more entirely the ob. 
je& of our common purſuit, The pride of party 
would abate in proportion as the fuel which feeds it 
was diminiſhed. The minds of young profeſſors 
| would be kept more upon the weightier matters of 
eternal life. The fond diſtinctions which [well their 
fame, or increaſe their numbers, would loſe their fal. 


cinating influence. The ſalutary admonition of St. 


Paul would be felt, in all its bearings. Having Ge- 
: gun in the Spirit, are ye now made perfeet by the 
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fleſh? The end of the commandment, which is 


charity, out of a pure heart, and of a good conſcience, | 


and of faith unfeigned, would, I think, be more ef- 
fectually promoted, as one great cauſe of diſaffection 


and diſtance would ſubſide. Envy, firife, evil ſur- 


miſings, and perverſe diſputings, would give place to 
ſomething more worthy of the goſpel, and its pro- 
feſſors. It might greatly contribute to call forth 


that ancient obſervation, ſo honourable to the diſ- 
ciples of Chriſt —<< See how theſe Chriſtians love « one 


another! * 


1 do not, indeed, urge that the pratiice of mixed 


- communion is equally requiſite in all places, but [I 
do earneſtly contend that the ſpirit and temper ought _ 
to be univerſal. The principles of the goſpel, by 
which they have been made one in Chriſt, ſhould | 
unite them all in one heart and one ſoul. Acts, Iv. 32. 
Under this benign influence, they might occaſion- 
 ally- commune with each other, in their reſpective 
churches, in cities or large places, which afford 
that pleaſing opportunity. In others (and there 
are many ſuch in the country), where their numbers 
united are not conſiderable, and their means of ſup- 
porting a ſeparate intereſt extremely inadequate, 
much advantage, I think, would ariſe to the com- 
mon cauſe, by the united energies, zeal, and affec- 
tion, of each —Thus, upon many accounts, I judge 


that mixed communion, TONY and well conducted, 
5 would 
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would greatly tend to cheriſh chriſtian love, adyanre 
the honour of the holy and peaceful religion of the 


goſpel, and, conſequently, ſubſerve, in no ſmall de- 
gree, to aid the intereſts of vital nk. 


Submitting theſe Thoughts to your candid peruſal, 
and earneſtly praying the mn” of God may at- 


: tend them, 


re 
Dear Sir, 


Affectionately your's. - 


Norwich : Printed by Stevenson and Matchett. 


vel x, 


e adds ford 


— 
* 
* 
Lg 
* 
* 
* 
* 
. £ * 
- 1 rr r * PIE 
4 x £4 
93 8 — 
re... i 1 an 
— ; 
7 8 — 2 ww 0 
* — 
FEE % 5 
* 1 Peg. 7 


